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" NEWS OF THE WEEK.

By the arrival of tue Lersia we leam that the
Peace Conference would mevt at Zurick i about
a week. 10 was believed that Sardinia would not
e represented, The discontent in Europe at
1he terms of the peace contwned unabated. Iim-
geror Napoleon’s esplanations were not by any
ineans considered reassuring.

Tt is affiemed that Sardinia sigoed nothing but
{bs annistice, and is consequently in @ nominal
Italy continued to

tate of war with Austia.
exhibit discontent at the terms of peace.
ascerted that peither Vietor EHmmanue or any
autorised Minister of Sardinia sigued the peace
of Villa Franea, and that the armistice, ending
151k Ang., leaves Sardinia and Austria at war,

Lo

THE BOGUS ABDUCTION CASL.

Tu our last we contented ourselves with laying
before our readers the facts of Miss Star’s
@ aldluction ™ postponing 1o another day all dis-
cussion upon the merits of the case. As the
truth of the facts, as by us published, las not
been contested, we may take thewn for granted;
aud thence we conclude t—

That the application, by the 'rote-tant press,
of tke tern & Abduegion” to the ease i ques-
tion: is to say the least a gruss misnomer, or, not
1n put too fine a point ou it, a deliberate false-
Lood on the part of our Protestant cotempararies,
A young lady, of legal age, and therefore mis-
3rces of her person, who, of her own free will,
and 1o spite of the reiterated cautions of her
friends, leaves her father’s house, cannot be said
1n bave been ¢ abducted,” or carried awuy by
{yose {riends.  Ttis ouly Protestants, who could
apply <uch a term to sich aw act.

We find Lowever that even the Drotestant
press—as the facts of the case are being gra-
dually elicited—is ipclined o ¢rep the term
< dx}zzclfh/z M butas itis unwithieg w0 throw
away cuch a good « No-Popesy™ cry as that
whrewith the Miss Starr case has {uraizhed 1,
it has changed its tactivs: altered its bill of in-
dietment against the Catholic clergy 3 and raised
consequently a new issue, which ix thus stated by
the Montreal Ilerald—aone of the must able,
but certainly not the most prejudiced. of pur Pro-

{estaut opponets i—

« When Miss Starr applied 1o the zuthorities of
tbe Catholic Charch for guiflau(:e i lier religions
doubts, they could not, »3 nounesten, have dg:‘.e
citerwise than seek by their abl:-.st argunents to for-
tify her inclinations wwaedd theic Churcch, IF they
onlv, while respecting the Hights of consgience and
wheir duty to their fellow-being, hud al:o remember.

od those other duties, which arc anlerize cven to Chris-

tianity—the duty of the chifd to 1t‘.rpa_r¢'nt-—-\-."e shonld
kave applsuded, rather than l)!?.mrru them."—-MHont-
real Heeald, 20th ult.  The Htalics Rre oyrown.

From the passage thus italicized, it will be

«een that the Herald —who i ths we believe i
a fair exponent of Protestant ethics—asserts
that there ave < datics whivh are anterio to
Christtanty ;7 and that = the duty of the child
o the parcnt” is one, ut alf eveats, of those du-
ties or obligations whick take precedence of, or
are © anterior™ to the daties and  obligations of
Christianity. Of course, if there be wny such
duties; if the obhgations of Cliristianity are
ot anterior to all otker obhigations; and 2f
amongst the.e obligations to which Christiamty
mast yield precedence, is the abligation or © duty
of the child to the parcxt,” then is the conducF
of the priest, with whom Miss Starr put herself
in communication, hizbly reprehensible. But if,
on the contrary. and as we contead, the obliga-
tions of Christianity ave anterior to ajl other
ebligations ; it all other obligations or duties,
even © the duty of the child (o the parent” must
yield, or be postponed, to the higher claims of
Christianity 3 then we coatend, the objections of
i Heradd uoninst tie Lomish ecclesiastic in
guestion are u‘;ught; then is the Herald bound
by 1s own argunent, © to aprlaud, rather than
blamc bim.” ‘

Avre then the claims of the pareat to the obedi-
ences of bis child, anterior to the claims of Christ-
janity 7 or in olher words—is the first and high-
est alle_e;iance of the child due to s earthly
parents, or to Christ1 This is the whole ques-
lion al issue betwizt us, aad those who in the
eéﬂduct of Miss Starr, find occasion to blame
owr Catholic Clergy, aud to impugn the moral
teachings of the Catholic Church. Withits
usual acumen the Herald bas touched upoo the
taain point of the questios — that w fact upon

which it entirely bi

| Starr had a leather, valese:with:her;or & carpet-:
{bag, when she left her father’s house, or whether |
' she bad on 2. black, or ‘a dark-blie .gown, we

i concindes therefore that under the supposed cir-

nges.  Discarding therefore

e e e
for the present all minor details, as fo whether Miss

shall address ourselves to the'consideration of the
sole important pot at issue :—Are the claims of
the parent over he child anterior to the claims
of Christianity ? ‘ -

" But the claims of Christianily are the claims
of Christ ; and duties therefore which are ante-

rior to Christianity, are duties which are anterior

wards God.
expression the thesis of the Herald may be, or
rather must be, thus expressed. ¢ The duties of-
the child to the parent are anterior to, and should
therefore take precedence of, the duties of the
child to God® Let us apply this novel and
somewhatl startling dogma to a case precisely
%nalogous to that which we are reviewing.

The child of idolatrous pareats, is convinced
that 1t is its duty towards Christ, or God, to em-
brace Chrishanity, and to rencunce ofiering
sacrifices 1o idols.  On the other hand, the
parents order the child to burn incense, night !
and morning, before their favourite image of
Mumbo-Jumbo — a farge and remarkably ugly !
wooden divinity with a black coat, a white chok-
er, and a somewhat greasy and inflaed counten-
ance. VWhat, under such circumstances, would
be the duty of the child? — should 1t obey its
parents, or its God ? are its duties towards its
idolatrous father anterior to its duties towards
Christianaty ?

The Herald selves the question at once, by
asserting that ¢ the duly of the child to the
: parent is anterior even to Christianity.” But
'{he Christian demurs to this; contending that
the duties of crealure to creature can never be
anterior to, or take precedence of, those of crea-
ture to Creatfor ; that the duties of the child to E
its parents are relative and limited ; whilst the
duties of the child to God, and therefore to
Christiamty, are absolute and unlimited. e

cumstances the child would not only be arhiberty i
but indeed bound, to disobey ils parents; to fee

from them if by wo other means could it avoid

being compelled te worship Mumbo-Jumbo ; and

thus to treat the cdaims of Christiamty as anter-

ior to the claims of father and of mother. Now

this is just all that we assert in regard te Miss

Starr.

She, the child of heretical parents, was con-
vinced that ber duty towards Christ required her
to profess and practice the Catholic religion.—
Ifer pareats insisted that she should not; and
foreed her to take part in heretical worship."—
She, therefore, on the same principle as that on
which the Christian child of idelatrous parents
would be justified te leaving its parents house—
was fully justified in deeing, from the home where
shie was daily compelled to do mortal sin.  If the
act of Miss Starr be worthy of blame, then so
also would be the precisely similar act of the
Christian clnld of idolatrous parents.

But if the act of Miss Starr in leaving ber {a-
ther’s bouse in wbhich she, bewng of age and the
Jegal mistress of her own person, was uct allowed
to practice her religion, be not worthy of
blasne—then, neither can we logically blame the
conduct of the priest or of the nuns who were
privy to her scheme of leaving ber father’s house.
In the first place as the secret revenled te them by
Miss Starr involved no breach of the moral law
—on the hiypothesis that the duty of the child to
God 15 anterior to its duty towards its parent—
so neither priest nor nun was obliged to divulge
it. In the second place, as the secret was con-
filed to the priest, in his character of Minster of
Christ, he could not under pain of moctal sin, di-
vulge tbe secret to any bumar being, The law-
yer, the medical man, 15 held bound to maintain
inviolate the secret divulged to him in his profes-
sional capacity ; much more then is the present
bond, no imatter what the consequence, to maintain
inviolate the confidence reposed in him by lus
penitents.” Xrom this obligation uno faw of man,
no conymand even of the Pope himself, could ab-
solve the priest under any conceivable circum-
stances. In arguing, therefore, that the priest
erred in not divulging Miss Starr’s 1atended de-
parture to Ler father, our Protestant cotempo-
raries evince themselves to be hut slightly ac-
quammted with the obligations of a promie, and
altogether ignorant of the obligations of the Ca-
tholic priest towards his pemtents,

Miss Starr in fine was legaily her own mistress,
and had the legal right to leave bLer father’s
house when, and as she pleased. If, as she re-
presented her case, she was unable to practice
ber religion under her father's roof, and was com-
pelled to join in acts ot heretical worship, it was
her duty to fly therefrom at once. And though
the priest strongly and frequently impressed upon
ber wind the great importance of the step she
proposed to take, he could not, even to please the
Herald, recogmse that the elaims of Christianity
must give way to those of the pareat over his
child. The very head and front of the priests
offending bath this extent.

All, therefore, depends npon the truth of the
“moral proposition {aid-dows by our Montreal co-

eV L FIhe
‘tewmporary.

to duties towerds Christ, or in other words, to- |
Resolved therefore into its last |

' by a penitent.

T hoh . T AL PiE kIR, GhE F:
*Bit o' ionstrous, 5o "Tevolting is
Athat proposition:even to our natural reason, that

we doubt if'the Hereld will ventire seriously to

‘defend, it ; and yet if.he.cannot defend it success-
fully, be-must, by bis own adinission, allow judg-
ment to go against him ; he must applaud jnstéead
of condemning the priest who ‘told bis penitent

, that'it is better to obey God rather than man;

and that Christianity requires of all its votaries
that they be ready to renounce father and mother,
wife, children, world’s goods, and hie itself, for
Christ’s sake. Our cotemporary will, of course,
remember that the Romish priest does not make

his own theology, and is not, therefore, respon-

sible for its teachings. No doubt, had there
been an an able editor in Galilee in the days
when Our Lord appeared there in the Hesh, in a
leading article he would have made mince-meat

i of the sermon on the Mount; aud so, no doubt,
i in like manner the Herald will treat very cava-

lierly the arguments of those who take their theo-
logy from such an oldfashioned superannuated au-
thority instead of consultiog the last number of
the ZYmes, or the opinions of the Protestant
press and pulpit

Assainning, therefore, the truth of Miss Starr’s
sfatetuents respecting the domestic persecutions
to «which, because of her desire to become a
Catholic, she was exposed, we contend that she
wus not only authorised, but bound to seck
a shelter elsewhere than in  her father’s

house : the where or precise spot in which she
H T .

sought that shelter matters not. The uction of
the priest to whom her secret was conilded, was
limited to this; 1. that he did not betray that
seeret to those whom he believed to be intent upon
forcing ber to apostacy 3 and 2d. in procuring for
her the company and protection of a persou of her
own sex in order to guard ber reputation. Pre-
varication or deceit on bis part there was none ;
for he was never called upon to speak ; and even
had he been so called upon, he was bound by the
laws of honor, morality, and religion, not to be-
tray the secret conunitted to him, as to a priest,
Liet us say one word with re-
speet to the action of the Nuns at Toledo.
These extended their chanty to a young per-

son requesting a few days’ shelter in their Con- .

vent. No restraint was imposed upon her, no
concealment attempted.  Whilst an inmate of
the Asylum, Miss Starr was at liberty to ride
ahbout towa as she pleased ; to visit her Pro-
testant friends; to return or stop away alto-
gether, as she thought fit. There was no ro-
mance, no mystery; and her discovery by ber
father was under such civcumstanses was the
simplest thing 1naginable.  Hearing that bis
daughter was at ‘Toledo, he took the cars for
Toledo ; went to the Convent ; found his daught-
er—not in 2 sick bed, or in a dangerous state,
as falsely asserted by the Protestant press, but
in very tolerable bealth and condition. Indeed
the story about the * cickness,” the * broken-
hearted [ather,” and % wonderful adventures,” is
but a poor attempt to create a little fictitious in-
terest in the case; to raise a good deal of un-
necessary excitement apaingt the hosptable
Ladies of Charity, who at ber own urgent re-
quest, had kindly consented to give a few nights’
lodging to a young lady professing the Catholic
religion, and expressing a desire to embrace the
religious hfe; and perhaps to lfurnish Mr. Starr
with an excuse for his certainly very rude be-
haviour towards the Ladies who had bees so
charitable towards his daughter.

Thus have we gone over the particulars of the
case. Abdaction there was nooe ; for the young
lady being of age left ber father’s house, of her
own free will, and uainstigated thereunto by any
livig being. Prevarication or deceit on the
part of the Catholic Clergy, or Religious, there
was none ; because the only persons in Montreal
cognisant of the young lady’s fate were never
appealed to, and therefore pever said a word
about it, TTnlawiul conceabnent there was none ;
because there is no sin in concealing or keeping
secret an act which iavolves no breach of the
law of man or the law of God. In justice to-
wards Miss Starr there was none ; because from
first tolast, she was left the absolute mistress of
all ber actions. Injustice to DMiss Starr, her
father, there was move ; for he had no claims
either upon the priest whom his daughter consult-
ed, or on the Nuns who sheltered her. OF what
then do DIrotestants cowplain? Ot this—that
we will not accept thew passions and prejudices
as our rule of conduct ; that their crude code of
morals, with all its monstrous absurdities, is not
accepted as the standard of morality in the Ca-
tholic Church ; that she teaches that not even
the duties of the child towards its parents are
anterior to its duties towards Christianity, z.e.,
the revealed will of God ; and above all, because
such is their morbid hatred of Popery that so
good an opportunity to raise a clamour against
Romish priests, and Sister of Charity, as has
been presented to them iu the case of Miss
Starr, cannot be overlooked. In the words of
the Conveaticle, ¢ Our brethren are improving
the occasion.” .

The name of Mgr. De Charbongell, Biskop of
Toronto, baving been by the Protestant press
mixed up in this affuir, His Lordslnp bas seen fit

*This was Mise Starr'’s own story. -

to addressthe subjoined commuoication to the

]

| fully laid before the public.
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Toronto Leader ;*and it ;h_ias _sgxbs“e‘qpie-nvtly been
copied by.most of the other Protestant.papérs in | .

the Provinee 1—- - 1 s G
-TO. THE EDITOR OF -TUK LBADER. '
-8r.-Micnasu's, Toronto,:July 28, 1859.:

Sin.~—} thank yon for having recommended to the
public, in your article of this day, -(beaded, “ The
late Romance of the Convent,") to suspend tbeir
judgment. ~The following are ™y apswers to the ca-
lumnies concerning myself in Mias Starr's case :

I declare 1st, that I'mever sent for, nor wrote to
Miss Starr in my life; 2nd, that baving met her in
my house, I blamed her imprudence in coming; 3d,
that being acquainted with ber desirea, 1 invariably
insisted upon her making them known to hor pa-
renta; 4th, that she has never been admitted in our
Church, nor 10 any sacrament in Toronto; Gth, that
I never recommended her to any person, nor wrote
or spoke about her to any one living in Montreal ; Gih,
that T have been altogether a'stranger t0 her leaving
that city; 7th, that when sbhe presented herself at
my door, on her arcival from Montreal, I refuged to
sec and receive her; Sth, that she was not aided by
me even durieg one honr in her concealment; 9th,
that 1 have not given any indication, false or true,
when she was inquired wfter, hecause 1 was not ques-
tioned on the matter ; 10th, that she never received
any direction from me to go east, west, novth or
south, nor of course to Toledo; 11th, that she never
raceived from me any pecuniary aid, or any promise
thersof, for carrying her plans into cxeemion ; 12th,
that I never received nor intercopted any letter in-
tended for her relativea; 13th, that she had heen
heard, saveral times, complaining of my coolness
and of my not seconding her designs.

I hope, 3Ir. Fditor, that the above declaration will
‘give gatisfaction to my calymnigtors, as they are
quite satisfactory to the conscience of your humble
Servant,

b oAnuaxp ng CHARRONNEL,
Mgr. of Toronto,

P8~} trust that any honest Editor, who will
bave published or will publish the charges azainst
me, w1}l publist also my answer tharcunto.

As a specimen of the arewus by which Pro-
testants are actuated m this bustness, let us add
the following trait :—

Tn: the first version of the affar, as it appeared
io the Protestant press, tie Bishop of Montreal
was directly accused of falsehood, and of inten-
tionally deceiving Mr. Starr. Heceapon the
Jatter, very honorably, published a letter in the
Comanercial Advertiser completely exonerating

: the Bishep from this odious imputation, and re-

cognising his frank conduct throughout. This
act of bare justice done to a Romish ecclesias-
tic las infuriated the ultra-Protestant ; whe of
course fook upon lymng and slandering, not only
as legitimate weapons against Rome, but as amns
which it is the bounden duty of alt sound Pro-
testants to employ fn the war against Popery ;
and thus a writer in the dontredd Heradd gives
vent to this truly Protestant feeling :—
Lo the Riditor of the Monlrea? Herald,
St Antonee Street, 29th July,

Ste—~The " Nunoery Cazc” i3 getting mor: compli-
cated aw it proceeds. At first, theve was » large
measure of public sympathy for the Starc family;
but Mr, Starr, by his injudicious letter in the Adcor-
tizer, khocked that symyathy, ai onee and for ever,
on the hzad.

Miss Starr CorResroNdprNcE.~—We pub-
lish the letters which over the signature of .4
Friend of Truth” bave appeared in our Pro-
testant cotemporaries, and are evidently written
by one who from bis peeuliar position was, from
the beginning, conversant with all the facts of
the case. Yo the unprejudiced, the letters are
convincing ; upon the Protestant mind generally
they will have tittle effect, for that mind 15 natu-
rally prejudiced agaiost truth. "The silly ron-
sense of their press indeed cannot but provoke
our thorough contempt for their intelligence and
gnrod faith. To suit therr purposes every law
Litherto recoguised as imposing ebligaticns upon
the Chnstian and the maa of bouor, must be re-
peated; and a vew code of morals, fresh Srom
the conventicle, aasd ratified by that elass of
evangelical geatry who delight 1 nasal psalmody
on Suadays, and on the otber sicv days of the
week, said their say, mix chicory with their cof-
fee, alum in their bread, and beat up the braies
of deceased calves in their cream, is now, through
the columas of our Protestant colemporaries,
about to be published to the world.

Foremost amongst the articles of this precious
code, stands the following— That it is a sin to
keep a secret, that it is dishonorasle not to break
faith.” Hitherto we bave been in our iguor-
ance accustomed to  look upon the sup-

pressio veri, of whieh the loyalists cognisast of

the hiding places of Charless I1., after the battle

of Worcester—and of another Prince Clrurles after '

the disastrous day of Culioden, aud when pursued
by the rascally Hanoverian blood Louads—were
guilty, as an example for honorable men to fol-
low., The Herald has, however, updeceived us.
According to bim, the Eoglish loyalists, the gal-
fant Highlanders should have revealed 1he seeret
of their princes’ bidiog places to their pussuers,
nstead of “ bafBing” them. Such at leastis the
logical conclusion from his condemnation of 2
Catholic priest, for not revealing a secret confided
to him in his sacerdotal capacity, and because he
did not volunteer to betray the confidence of one
who had reposed trust in him. For theinterests
of humanity 1t is to be hoped, however, that this
pew moral code, of which the Herald is the ex-
ponent, may uot find general acceptance.

The following arc the letters above referred
to; in which the whole facle of "the case in 5o
far as the Montreal Clergy are concerned,are
We commend theta
to the carefut atteution of the reader; worthy
of bis respect sot caly on account of their intrio-
sic mertts, but because of the position of the wri-
teri— ‘ ) '

Isr LeTTRR.

. (7o the Editor of the Monireal Herald,y

" Sig=~In’ Four ‘paper of the 26th Jily.
heading,—* Sbart%ng“ Chase ofqﬁbdué{iuc:x{f ;d{-’r the
Lady - Smuggled: into--=. Convent,”~you have %ling
‘pleased to publish an _article filled  with I,J'mtuitoeu
ingults and calumniez against the Catholie 'Ol’nifns
and her institations, ag well as' agninst many § et
able persons. = - - 0 ¥ bonor-

Since you bave opéened the columns o ;
nal for the attack, I trust that vour impait}i‘aolll}: 3 D?'r.
not close them to the defence, v wil
" As insults prove nothing, I will earely stn
from them, ‘and will ,avoidg'uaing sucheiurﬂgdzb";n "
taliation, which would be unwortly of me, &

1 will just-give n short and troe statemen), ¢f facqe
that- have .becn .intentionally suppressed or reac'u
sentod in a false light in your paper, ang I;urtic;lr[)‘“:-
ly by the Y'ribune, of Detroit, partly quoted in u.]n-
article, and reproduced entirely by Lhe Py of‘cﬁn
26th instant, and the other city journals, ¢

It i about threce months ago, that, of ke own
clination, anld without having been invited c?um-
divectly or indirectly by the gentlemen of the S.,.M:l
nary, w Miss Starr, then 21 years of gae !Lll‘bl.:f':
few days, asked Lo speak to one of them, c"[‘lllis ocele:-
iastic having presented himself in the parlour sl;:
toid himn her name, and immediately t'xlliﬂinerd ;f
him the cbject of her visit, ’ .

She wished to become a Cutholie, aud {0 embeacr
the religions profession. This double resolution ;r:a
deeply tixed in her mind fur many vears, 1t s por
by the influence of priests that she adopted it .
had - sprung up suddenly and of itself. Sinee tia,
period her will had never changed & single momens
About that time she had caused herself to he baplis-
ed in the Catholic Church in Bagland 7 Lut e 0}-
pozition of er parents had prevented ber from mal -
ing public profession of her fuith. Nay, more, some..
time afier she wa3 competled to nct entirely ng’it' ale
were a Protestant.  She suffered a great deal in (.
leading = life contruvy o ber convictions, and she
anxiously awaited the day of her majority, firmly re-
solved to accomplish her two-fol project. He, whon,
vou call © her secret spiritusl adviser,” told l;e;: thas
since she waz so well convineed, and for 5o lope o
time, of the truth of the Catholic religien, it Was BoL
lawfal for her to perform any act of Protestantisn
and tbat sbe should ask her putents for permission tg
profess tho reiigivn which she believed (o be the only
Lrue one. ’

To this remark Miss Swre bumediately replicd
that such a thing was absolutely impossible ; that
she would enpcoualer in her family an invingible op.
posiidon, and that by waking known her intention of
cinbracing the Catholic faith, she would deprive lLier-
gelf forever of the means of doing so ; that there was
no other chauce of suceess but in flight; and that she
was determiaed o leave her father's hoitse and retipe
into a convent as soon as she should be of age.

Whereupon “ the spiritual adviser,” remewberruy

that our Lord had sid that * He who loves his fa
ther or his mother more than i, is not worthy of
Him;  that if the right Lkand or the rignt foot shonld
scandalize us, we must cut them off and cust them
from uz;” end that n hundred fold is promised, even
in this life, to him who shall leave, for the love o
God, his father, Lis mother, his brothers aud sisters,
and 21 that he possesses, did not hesitate in approv.
i ing ber futention to ewmploy the only 1eans, us she
declared, that was left to hier of professing the faith
whichk she beliesed to be the ouly tene faith, and
which is so in reality,—but he did not suggest tha
i means, she herself hatt previously determined on i.
'i ‘With regard to embracing the religious state,
) ¢ the spiritual adsiser” was in oo harry (o decide.—
He objected to Miss Sturr that the discipline in reli-
gious comwmaunities is severe, and that particularly
that of the one to which she felt most sironely in-
clined - the order of Carmelites. Yut the young
lady replied with so muel good sense, fitmness, gen-
erosity and cool determnination, that the priess, ad-
miring the excellent dizposition of her who consulted
him, thought it his duiy to insist no longer. Ie con-
sented cthereupon that she zhould teave her father's
Lionse, where she conld not work out her Salvation,
being fureed Lo pevtorm exteriorly acls which were
coutrary 10 her conscience; and the said priest ac-
kuowlodges freely aad openly that he 2id  assist ju
the execution of a project which he believed, and
which really was, oa the state of things described by
3iss Starr,~—strictly obligatory on her. She earnestly
raquestad, and he promised, that the zecret should
be kept in regard to the femparery asylum which she
might seleet.

This secret baving beeu asked for the exeellen:t
veasons which the reader will easily dizeover in the
precading statement, Lhe snid priest believed, and I
wag perfectly right in so believing, that he wae
obliged to keep it under pain of mertal sin. [t is
for that reason, whan his Lordship the Bisbop ¢
Monireal desired the priests of the Seminnry 1 in-
form bim of whatever they knew concerning the re-
treat of Miss Starr, her © spiritual adviser,” (who by
the wany, was never directly interrogated), remained
silent; and be wosld have done so with wo Joss
fidelity, even if’ an anibority, far bevond that of the
Bishop, bad commandead him, in conzeguence of falze
information, to reveal what he knew,

Whence you see, Mr. Editor, {we sy remurk in
passiog,) that the priest in promising obedience s
his ecclesiastical superior, does nnf forgel, ws haz so
often been falsely nsserted amongsy Protestauts, thnt
thare is above all Luman law, 4 law which neces can
be viglated without crime.  The priest, whois at
prezeut attacked with so mueh fury, has observed
that law; apd he glocies in having done so. Hre
lovks upon it a3 an hononr to-day, and he will do so
oqualily to-mercow, and always, to follow the line of
conduet with which the Protestunt press hus re-
proached him, with so lwle retenue and so much in-
Justiee. Hi3 rule of action a3 well as of belief is not
the wind of opinion, hut the immovable principles of
reason nad faith,

I ghall coutinve ruy relation in another nuwber;
and T have the honour to inform yau, thar [ have iu
my poacesion many proofs, reu sz well a3 written,
of everything that [ adeance. | shali not fall e
produca tihem in caze of need.

1 bave the honor 1y rewain,
M. Editor,
Your bumble servant,
A Furexp or Tevsi

M ontreal, July 29, 1850,

IND LETTEK.

Str, 1 promised ip my former letier to continue
the sceount of the depariure of Mise Starr; uow
liasten to fulBl my promise.

Miss Starr boing satisfied thay he priest, & he
spiritual adviser,” whom she bad scen three or four
times, would faithfully preserve the seeret of ber
intended retreat, on the 28th of May last lefv the
parlonr of the Sewinary and went on ‘foot to the .
Grey Nunaery, sendiog hier travelling bag before her
In the nunnery she bad become acquainied with one
of the nuns, to whom she made known all her projects.
The Xun, who had opposed, butin vain, objections
stronger even than those of her spivitual adviser, in-
vited ber to breskfast, Some tme after, Miss Starr
gtarted for the depot of tho Grand Trunk, av Point
Bt. Charles, and took the cars fur Toronto. [ eclose
my relation here, 09 Ibave oo fonger the same cer-
tainty a3 to what (ook place subsequently. Thosze
who are interested in the sequel of the aifair may
finish the narrative if they judge fit. I will only add,
—1st. ‘That during her cntire stay at Toleds, in the
Orphans’ Asylum, Miss Starr was porfuctly free—we
bave it in her own handwriting. 2ud. That Miss
Starr, being informed of what oceurred on the re-
ceipt of ber 'first letter by her parents, implicitly
eanctioned iho resolution of not showing thew the
aetoad.

L will now, n3 I promised, draw from the facts
which I'hava exposed, sand which can b proved with
eectainty if it bs meceasary, the conclusiocs which: -
saterally follow from them. . . - ~




